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All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Kevin M Bernat7 . ^ 

(2) William Gill . ^ 

Date of Interview: 19 November 2004 . 

Type: a)|3 Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)Q Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)Q applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)S No 
If Yes, brief description: . 

Claim(s) discussed: 1-26 . 

Identification of prior art discussed: Nakamoto et a/. . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)|g] was reached. g)D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

r^,?! H° e ° f lnt6 t u ieW inClUding descri P tion ^ the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation fihaet y agreement 



was 



illhrf f P k, nece t s u sar y- and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
a owab le ,f ava ab e, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would rende th c aims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 

THE FORMAL WRITTEN REPLY TO THE LAST OFFICE ACTION MUST INCLUDE THF <?l lR<5TAwr p nr xuc 

Summary of Record of Interview requirements on reverse side or on attached sheet INTERVIEW. See 



Examiner Note: You must sign this form unless it is an 
Attachment to a signed Office action. 
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Examiner's signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 11222004 



Summary of Record of Interview Requirements 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of Interview Must be Made of Record 



Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

Paragraph (b) 



. . , • Paragraph (b) 

. „ , x ., 37 CFR §1.2 Business to be transacted in writing 

AN business ; with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or aaents at the Pat P nt pnrt 



inmmnlo ™. e acti °" of f.? Pa ! ent and Tra demark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

th» ov^mil'f tf !f re ( spo " sibilit y of applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file unless 

S^r^SSi: Z^JgJSSS* examiner ' s responsibility 40 see that such a record is made and 10 corre « %SSZ££££ 

m^,-, K EXa ^ in u rS T St ^P 1 ^ an 'n'erview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed durinn th* 
^ln y t C ? eCk K n9 , the t aPPr0pnate b0XeS and fillin9 in ^ blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural nS^SS^S^SS^ 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812 01 of the Manual of Patent E^mtabSp^Sf.™ T ■ ? 

SJSSS!? r° rS ° r Unread ^'! SCript " ° ffiCe aCti ° nS ° r the like ' are e -'^ d 1- ^^SSS^SSSS^ Wh^fthe 
substance of an nterview ,s completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record tereoufred 

™sBn,», actef. me Fom, staid be maW prompt ate, to mtavta, ™», e , „,,„ « «,. M Sal 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of participant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel etc ) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the aqreement tmav be bv 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

tl A hrtflT,l P ^f r f?H rord f 00 °/ the su u bstance of ar V interview ^ould include at least the following applicable items- 
1 A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted 
Z) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

4) f^nT S^^ «* — nature <■ **- a- aiready described on the 

5) a bnendentification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner 

Lln^H t£ f r ar 9. umen, f K need not be ien ^ ° r elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
Sn^r <Ln h h t° n ^- "1! ar 9 uments is sufflcient if t"e general nature or thrusi of the principal argument] made to tSe 
exam ner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fiX 
m , ™ *T H 6 th .° Se ar9uments he ° r sh e feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner) em P nasiz e and fully 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed and 

?) i^SnS.' 96neral reSUltS ° r ° UtC ° me ° f ' he interview ' unless a '™ady described in the Interview Summary Form completed by 
accurate, S=eTwSt^^ - the record is not complete and 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

statement'.MbSo H'^T'u'SLT" T'™" °! ?°° rd J ** •""*" !h °" M *>™l = W* "«»« » the examined version of th* 



Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413) 



Application No. 09/642,620 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 

t?™!«i "*? t d ' ° r any t ° l x-f r comments: the Examiner indicated that it appeared that Nakamoto et al. taught 
he general concept of a magnetic film possessing discontinuous laminations therewithin, but that Nakamoto et al 
£ m y° r T 0Qn ! ze th e unexpected improvement in magnetic properties, esp. Hk and Hce, shown by applicants for the 
rn^fnV^T h f a "° y , com P rises at least 90 atomic P^cent Fe, X comprises N or O-N, the nanolaminations 
comprise 0-4 - 1 7 Angstrom alumina layers and the total magnetic layer has a thickness of 1000 - 3000 anqstroms 
The Examiner indicated that amendment to bring the claims such that they were commensurate in scope with the " 
chafes UneXpeCted reSUltS WOLJld place the case into condition for allowance. Applicants agreed to the proposed 



